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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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1)K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 22 November 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Claims 3, 5, 8, 9, 15 and 16 are cancelled. 
Claims 7, 2, 4 9 6, 7, 10-14 and 17-20 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments (see Remarks pages 7-9) filed on 11/22/2005 with respect to the 
rejections of claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, 10-14 and 17-20 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejections have been withdrawn. However, upon 
further consideration, a new ground of rejection is made in view of Frey, Jr. (US 6,922,688) and 
Elledge (US 6,044,399). 

Claim Rejections - 35 JJSC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1. 2. 6. 7. 10. 11. 13. 14. 17. 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Frey, Jr. (US 6,922,688) in view of Elledge (US 6,044,399). 

a. Regarding claim 1, Frey, Jr. teaches a system for distributing content to a client 
computer, comprising: a server comprising a content object (Abstract, col.l lines 28-53); a first 
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content server at a first address, wherein the first content server comprises a first copy of the 
content object; a second content server at a second address, wherein the second content server 
comprises a second copy of the content object (Abstract, col. 3 line 3 1 -col. 4 line 65, col. 5 lines 4- 
14). 

Frey, Jr. fails explicitly teach a preference list originating from the client computer, 
wherein the preference list comprises at least one of the first address and the second address. 
However, Elledge teaches a software facility of the client, which uses the configuration 
information of the client to a preferred server (col.2 lines 39-67, col. 4 lines 24-33, col.7 lines 45- 
53). Furthermore, Frey, Jr. and Elledge teach a directory located remote to the client computer, 
wherein the directory maps at least one of the content object, the first copy, and the second copy 
to the client computer, wherein the directory is affected by the preference list {Frey, Jr. : col.2 
lines 42-51, col.3 lines 45-56, col.5 line 58-col.6 line 43; Elledge: col.2 lines 45-55, col.3 lines 
46-48 and 63-67, col.4 lines 54-60). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Frey, Jr. with Elledge for the purpose of 
allowing preferential access to the storage device/server bases on the client's priorities, 
configuration data and load distribution among the servers, wherein a list or data structure 
maintains the addresses and locations of the storage devices/servers in the system. 

b. Claims 7 and 14 contain limitations that are substantially equivalent to claim 1 
and are therefore rejected under the same basis. 

c. Referring to claim 2, Frey, Jr. and Elledge teach the system for distributing 
content to the client computer as recited in claim 1, Frey, Jr. further teaches the system further 
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comprising a routing mechanism that maps one of the content object, the first copy and the 
second copy to the client computer (col.2 lines 28-61, col. 5 lines 15-57; Elledge: col.3 lines 57- 
67). 

d. Claim 10 is substantially equivalent to claim 2 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

e. Referring to claim 6, Frey, Jr. and Elledge teach the system for distributing 
content to the client computer as recited in claim 1, Frey, Jr. further teaches wherein: the content 
object comprises a first portion and a second portion; the first portion is stored on the first 
content cache and not on the second content cache; and the second portion is stored on the 
second content cache and not on the first content cache (Abstract, col.2 lines 28-51, col. 5 lines 
15-57; Elledge: col. 7 lines 46-52). 

£ Claims 13 and 19 are substantially equivalent to claim 6 and are therefore 
rejected under the same basis. 

g. Referring to claim 11, Frey, Jr. and Elledge teach the system for distributing 
content to the client computer as recited in claim 7, Frey, Jr. further teaches the system further 
comprising a server that comprises the content object (Abstract, col.l lines 28-53, col.3 line 31- 
col.4 line 65, col.5 lines 4-14; Elledge: col.3 line 57-col.4 line 11, col.4 lines 51-60). 

h. Claim 17 is substantially equivalent to claim 1 1 and is therefore rejected under 
the same basis. 

i. Referring to claim 20, Frey, Jr. and Elledge teach the system for distributing 
content to the client computer as recited in claim 14, Frey, Jr. further teaches, wherein the 
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routing mechanism includes a directory (col.2 lines 42-51, col.3 lines 45-56, col.5 line 58-col.6 
line 43; Elledge: col.2 line47-50, col.3 lines 45-48, col.6 line 63-col.7 line 9). 

4. Claims 4, 12 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Frey, Jr. (US 6,922,688) in view of Elledge (US 6,044,399) and further in view of Prasad et al 
(US 6,539,381). 

a. Regarding claim 4, Frey, Jr. and Elledge teach the system for distributing 
content to the client computer as recited in claim 1, as applied above. While Frey t Jr. and 
Elledge fail to explicitly teach wherein the server periodically delivers a catalog of content 
objects to the directory. Elledge does teach mapping tables that map from the contents of the 
network drive mappings to the preferred servers along with the facility's retrieval of resources of 
the preferred server, wherein the identity of the preferred server is persistently stored for future 
access but may also be updated if a more suitable server becomes available (col.3 line 57-col.4 
line 1 1, col.4 lines 49-60, col.7 lines 46-52). Nonetheless, Prasad et al teach wherein the server 
periodically delivers a catalog of content objects to the directory (col.8 lines 6-20). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the systems of Frey, Jr. and Elledge with Prasad et al 
wherein the server periodically delivers a catalog of content objects to the directory because the 
directory must be aware of which caches contain what content, in order to effectively determine 
which cache will deliver the appropriate content to the client. 

b. Claims 12 and 18 are substantially equivalent to claim 4 and are therefore 
rejected under the same basis. 
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Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: Smith et al (US 6,311,216), Namma etal (US 6,185,616). 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristie Shingles whose telephone number is 571-272-3888. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:3 0-6: 00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kristie Shingles 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2141 

kds 



